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Code Variances
Fire Prevention and Building Safety Commission

January 2015

Eli Lilly and Company
Northwest Quad

Lilly Corporate Center
Indianapolis, Indiana

The following variance requests are submitted for consideration at the January 6, 2014, hearing of the
Fire Prevention and Building Safety Commission:

1.

2.

8.

9.

Allowable area and height for buildings joined together by various pedestrian connector and atrium
additions occurring primarily in the 1980's

Travel distance in buildings constructed prior to 1975 was extended beyond the permitted 150 feet
permitted in codes adopted prior to 1975 as a result of the construction associated with various
pedestrian connector and atrium additions occurring primarily in the 1980's

A vertical opening between Buildings 13 and 31 created by construction occurringina 1987 project does
not comply with shaft enclosure requirements per the code of record for that project

Existing 4-hour area separation wall between Buildings 57 and 98 does not comply with vertical
termination requirements and has nonrated openings existing in the wall

Existing 2-hour area separation wall between Buildings 32 and 57 does not comply with vertical
termination requirements

A smoke removal system required as a condition of a variance granted in 1983 to permita nonrated roof
assembly for Building 57 is not in place in the current construction

A 6% story was added to Building 22 overa number of years beginning in 1956, exceeding the allowable
height based upon the nonrated, noncombustible construction of the added area

A multi-level mechanical penthouse structure was added to Building 21 as part of a 1987 project that
exceeds the area and height permitted per code of record

The below-grade pedestrian walkway between Buildings 22 and Parking Structure #3 is not separated
at each end with 1-hour rated walls as required per code of record

10. Two (2) existing fire alarm evacuation zones are not separated by a fire- or smoke-rated wall

RTM Consultants, Inc. Indianapolis, IN
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Building and Code Time Lines
The Northwest Quadrant (NW Quad) on the Lilly Corporate Center campus includes buildings 8, 9, 10, 11,
12,14, 15, 15W, 16, 21, 22, 22A, 31, 32,32W and 57. The NW Quad bounds Building M98A on the north,
Building 73 on the south, Delaware Street on the west, and the Alabama Mall on the cast.

The general time frame for construction of the buildings was as follows:

® Buildings 8-16 Between 1901 and 1913

® Buildings 21, 22: 1924 and 1926, respectively
® Buildings 32, 31, 15W, 22A: Between 1936 and 1958

® Building 32W: 1970

® Building 57: 1984

® Pedestrian connectors and atriums: 1984-1990, 2004

For purposes of applying code requirements to the buildings the time frames above can be broken into the
following general categories:

® Pre-1928: Prior to adoption of the 1* building code in Indiana

®  1928-1975: Codes effective prior to adoption of the 1™ model building code (UBC) in Indiana
m 1975-2003: Indiana Building Code based upon Uniform Building Code (UBC)

®  2003-present: Indiana Building Code based upon International Building Code

The pedestrian connectors and atriums can be briefly summarized as follows:

«  North-south pedestrian connector from the south wall of Building 57, passing alongside and in some
cases between Buildings 32, 15, 14, 13, 12, and 21

«  Atrium within Building 14, connecting to Building 12

»  Atrium within Building 32, connecting to Building 15

s Atrium between Buildings 31 and 13

o Pedestrian connector/elevator between Buildings 22 and 31 (2004 project)

Variances for Allowable Area and Height, and Egress Travel Distance

Prior to the pedestrian connector and atrium projects in the1980's, the buildings were mostly separate
structures connected by narrow alleys and a number of elevated bridges and double-loaded stairways in some
locations.

The initial projects in 1985 for pedestrian connectors between Buildings 32 and 15, between Buildings 12
and 15, and connecting Buildings 14, 12, 13, and 21 were addressed in variance requests in October and
November of 1984. The variances were approved at the subsequent Commission hearings. The general
concept was to use the not-yet-adopted provisions of the 1985 Uniform Building Code (UBC) for “pedestrian
walkways” and “atriums”. The intent was to have the various connectors between buildings treated in
accordance with these provisions, in lieu of consideration as building additions. However, the execution of
this strategy was not entirely successful in that the at-grade connectors created did notend up complying with
the specific “pedestrian walkways” provisions of the 1985 UBC.

In addition to the variances noted above, a draft project narrative dated August, 1984 addressed to the Office
of the State Building Commissioner was discovered. (A modified version of this letter dated October 11,
1984 was referenced in the approval of at least one of the connector variances). The document describes in
detail the existing buildings, the scope of the proposed projects, and several code assumptions for the
pedestrian connector/atrium projects, as well as the life safety features.

RTM Consultants, Inc. Indianapolis, IN
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In addition to the projects referenced above, connector projects occurring in 1987 and 2004 further connected
Buildings 13, 21, 31, and 22, without addressing the issue of connecting buildings without the use of fire
walls. As a result of these projects the affected buildings which were previously minimally connected were
now in effect a single building area, based upon lack of any separations qualifying as distinguishing separate
buildings per the building code.

The currently requested variance for allowable area and height is intended to supersede the referenced
variances above, and to address the otherwise connected buildings in the noted projects.

The vast majority of the Northwest Quad building construction is either steel frame or concrete frame and
floor construction. Some of the older buildings are Type Il Construction with masonry bearing exterior
walls, with some wood roof and floor construction. The lowest common type is Type IlIB Construction.
The largest floor is the 1* floor, or the concourse level, which is 165,545 sq ft. Total sq footage not including
basement levels and mechanical penthouses is approximately 629,000 sq ft.

«  Ifwe evaluate the buildings per the Indiana codes in effect for the 1980's projects for allowable area, the
allowable is calculated as follows:
(18,000 sq f£)(2)(2) = 72,000 sq ft per floor allowable, based upon compounding 100% increase factors
for automatic sprinkler protection and frontage provided either by 60 feet of frontage, or 4-hour fire walls
at the edge of the Northwest Quadrant. Total allowable area is 142,000 sq ft

« If we calculate allowable area per current code, we get a similar result per floor:
19,000 sq ft tabular area -+ 38,000 sq ft sprinkler increase + 14,250 sq ft frontage increase = 71,250 sq
ft. Total allowable area is 213,750 sq ft, based upon an increase of 3 times ailowabie per fioor

Allowable height per codes in effect in the 1980's is only 2 stories, since automatic sprinklers could not be
used for both allowable area and height increases.
Allowable height per current code is 4 stories

Most individual buildings are 4 stories in height. Buildings 21 is 5 stories in height, whereas Building 31
and Building 22 are 6 stories in height.

In addition to the connection of existing buildings, a number of enclosed stairs and previous exterior exit and
exit discharge elements were compromised or eliminated in the many 1980's connector projects described
above. When considering complying exits and exit discharge elements currently, significant portions of the
Northwest Quad group of buildings have egress travel distance exceeding both the 150-ft limit per codes in
effect prior to 1975, and the 200-ft limit per codes in effect after 1975.

A total of five (5) new and/or modified exit enclosures with exit discharge to the exterior are proposed to
remedy excessive travel distance, and to mitigate the effect of having interconnected buildings which in the
aggregate represent a considerable floor area per story.

Proposed new stair enclosures and modified existing stairs and exit discharge elements will result in all floor
arcas on all stories falling within the 200 feet travel distance limit to an exit. Current code permits up to 300
fect travel distance in a sprinkiered Business Occupancy building.

RTM Consultants, Inc. Indianapolis, IN
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Previous NW Quad Variances for Connectors and Atriums

The following previous variance requests applicable to the NW Quad connector and atrium projects, and
relevant to the subject variances have been discovered:

Document Date Variance Description

December 6, 1983 To permit a smoke removal system in lieu of a 1-hour roof-ceiling assembly
for Building 57

October 11, 1984 To permit the use of Sec. 509 of the proposed 1985 UBC in lieu of Sec. 509,
Indiana Construction Rules (ICR) for pedestrian walkways connecting
Buildings 32, 15, and 14

November 15, 1984 | To permit the use of Sec. 509 of the proposed 1985 UBC in lieu of Sec. 509,
ICR for pedestrian walkways connecting Buildings 14, 12, 13, and 21

November 15, 1984 | To permit the use of Sec. 1715 of the 1982 UBC for the Building 14 atrium
design in lieu of shaft enclosure requirements of Sec. 1706, ICR

September, 1989 To permit the open stair in the 32 atrium to be used as a means of egress, and
to permit Buildings 32 and 15 to be joined together as part of the project

September, 1989 T'o permit Buiidings 32 and 15 to be joined together into a single building for
purposes of applying allowable area and height

June 27, 1990 To permit connection to a double-ended electrical substation in lieu of &
generator for the atrium smoke control system for the atrium within Building
32 and connecting Building 15

RTM Consultants, Inc. Indianapolis, IN



o T, APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

CODE SERVICE SECTION
State Form 44400 (R4 /6-10) 402 West Washington Street, Room W246
Approved by State Board of Accounts, 2008 Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739

hitp:/iwww.in.govidhsHire/fp_bs_comm_code/

ey o Koo S i

INSTRUCTION: Please refer to the attached four (4) page instructions. Variance number (Assigned by department)
Attach additional pages as needed to complete this application.

1. APPLICANT INFORMATION (Person who would be in violation if variance is not granted: usually this is the ownelr_.!

Name of the applicant Title

Timothy A. Puls, P.E, Engineering Consultant
Name of organization Telephone number

Eli Lilly and Company (317) 276-7355

Address (number and streef, city, state, and Zip code)
Lilly Corporate Center 893 South Delaware Street Indianapolis, Indiana 46285
2. PERSON SUBMITTING APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPLICANT (if not submitted by

the applicant

Name of person on behalf of the applicant Tite

Edwin L. Rensink Principal

Name of organization Telephone number
RTM Consultants, Inc. (317) 329-7700

Address (number and street, city, state, and Zip code)
6640 Parkdale Place, Suite J, Indianapolis, Indiana 46254
3. DESIGN PROFESSIONAL OF RECORD {if app!icablei_.-
Name of design professional

N/A

Name of organization Telephone number

License number

Address (rumber and street, city, state, and Zip code}

Name of project

Lilly Corporate Center Northwest Quadrant
Site Address (humber and street, city, state, and Zip code)

Lilly Corporate Center Indianapolis, Indiana 46204
Type of project: [0 New [0 Addition [ Alteration {0 Change of Occupancy

County
Marion County

I Existing

I
5 REQEIRED ADDITIONATL INFORM A TTON
The following required information has been included with this application (check as applicable):

B A check made payable to the Indiana Department of Homeland Security for the appropriate amount. (see instructions)

One (1) set of plans or drawings and supporting data that describe the area affected by the requested variance and any proposed
alternatives.

||
B Writen documentation showing that the local fire official has received a copy of the variance application.
B Written documentation showing that the local building official has received a copy of the variance application.

oo o g

Has the Plan Review Section of the Division of Fire & Building Safety issued a Correction Order?

(1 Yes (i yes, attach a copy of the Correction Order)} M o
Has a violation been issued?  Yes (if yes, attach a copy of the Violation and answer the following) W~
Violation Issued by: 1 Local Building Department [ State Fire and Ruilding Code Enforcement Section

[0 1.0cal Fire Department




TODESCRIPTION OF REQUESTED VAR ANG II
Name of code or standard and edition involved Speciilic coae secuon

General Administrative Rules, 2™ Edition Rule 4, Section 12(f)
Nature of non-compliance (include a description of spaces, equipment, eic. involved as necessary)

Connector additions occurring primarily in the 1980's to the various buildings within the LCC Northwest Quadrant
resulted in a group of buildings comprising a single building area exceeding allowable area and height per codes of
record. See attached for detailed information regarding allowable area and height. The original buildings involved
in this request date from 1901 to 1958, with a number of subsequent small additions and renovations. Many of the
older buildings were constructed between 1901 and 1913, and are of Type IIIB Construction. Later buildings are
generally of Type IIB Construction, with a considerable extent of concrete frame and floor construction. Prior to
the pedestrian connector additions, the buildings were mostly separate structures connected by narrow alleys and a
number of elevated bridges and double-loaded stairways in some locations.
The buildings are primarily Business Occupancy, with some A-3 Oceu _
8. DEMONSTRATION THAT PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELFARE WILL BE PROTECTED

Select one of the following statements:

B Non-compliance with the rule will not be adverse to the public health, safety or welfare; or

O Applicant will undertake afternative actions in lieu of compliance with the rule to ensure that granting of the variance will not be adverse
to public health, safety, or welfare. Explain why alternative actions would be adequate (be specific).
Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

1. The buildings are protected throughout with an automatic sprinkler system. The fire alarm system has been
upgraded recently to current standards. Lilly has a rigorous maintenance program for their fire protection
system, with 24-hour on-site fire and security monitoring and emergency response.

2. A total of five (5) new complying exits will be provided in the effected buildings (per separate variance for
egress travel distance}, consisting of new and/or reconfigured enclosed exit stairs with complying exii discharge.

3. Based upon maintained sprinkler protection and proposed egress improvements, the lack of compliance with
allowable area and height requirements will not be adverse to safety.

|
9. DEMONSTRATION OF UNDUE HARDSHIP OR HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT STRUCTURE

Select one of the following statements:

O Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficulty) because of physicat limitations of the construction site or
its utility services
B Imposition of the rule wouid result in an undue hardship (unusual difficuity) because of major operational problems in the use of the
building or structure
B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship {unususal difficuity) because of excessive costs of additional or altered construction elements
0 Imposition of the rule would prevent the preservation of An architecturalty or a historically significant part of the building or structure.

Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

The majority of the buildings involved were constructed prior to the adoption of the 1* building code in Indiana in
1928. The buildings were partially connected prior to the connector additions addressed in this variance request.
Creating fire walls within the group of buildings to comply with allowable area requirements is an operational and
financial hardship. :

10. STATEMENT OF ACCURACH

! hereby certify under penalty of perjury that the information contained in this application is accurate

Signature of applicant or person submitting application Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)
%ﬂ AA___ Edwin L. Rensink 12 F - 1~
Signature of design professional (# applicable) Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)

11. STATEMENT OF AWARENESS (If the application is submitted on the applicant's behalf. the applicant must sign tfre following statenient)

| herepy, certify under penalty of%rjury that | am aware of this request for variance and that this application is being submitted on my behaif.
/ y Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)

Timothy A. Puls, P.E. G4 DEC Zo 14
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE GODE SERVIGE SECTION

State Form 44400 (R4/6-10) 402 West Washington Strest, Room W246 ] %
Approved by State Board of Accounts, 2008 Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739 i) e
http:fhwww in.govidhsifireffp_bs_comm_codef iyl
INSTRUCTION: Please refer to the attached four (4) page instructions. Variance number (Assigned by department}

Attach additional pages as needed to complete this application.

|
1. APPLICANT INFORMATION (Person who would be in violation if variance is not granted: usually this is the owney}

Name of the applicant Title

Timothy A. Puls, P.E. Engineering Consultant
Wame of organization Telephone number

Eli Lilly and Company (317) 276-7355

Address (number and streel, city, state, and Zip code)

Lilly Corporate Center 893 South Delaware Street Indiana !
2. PERSON SUBMITTING APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPLICANT {if not submitted b!_l,-'
Name of person on behalf of the applicant Tine

46285

the applicarnt)

olis, Indiana

Edwin L. Rensink Principal
Name of organization Telephone number
RTM Consultants, Inc. (317) 329-7700

Address (number and street, cily, state, and Zip code}

6640 Parkdale Place, Suite J, Indianapolis, Indiana 46254
3. DESIGN PROFESSIONAL CF RECORD ('Ifapp.'icabfel-.l
Name of design professional

N/A
Name of organization

License numper

Telephons number

Address frumber and street, city, state, and Zip code)

o
Marion County

Name of project

Lilly Corporate Center Northwest Quadrant
Site Address (number and sireet, city, state, and Zip code)

Lilly Corporate Center Indianapolis, Indiana 46204
Type of project: L] New [ Addition [J Alteration [J Change of Occupancy B Existing

SOREOQUIRED ADDITION AL INFORMAEIC :%.
The following required information has been included with this application (check as applicable}.

B A check made payable to the Indiana Department of Homeland Security for the appropriate amount. (see instructions)

One (1) set of plans or drawings and supporting data that describe the area affected by the requested variance and any proposed
alternatives,

|
B Written documentation showing that the local fire official has received a copy of the variance application.
B Written documentation showing that the local building official has received a copy of the variance application.

Has the Plan Review Section of the Division of Fire & Building Safety issued a Correction Order?

[ Yes (if yes, attach a copy of the Correction Order) M No
Has a violation been issued?  Yes (ifves, attach a copy of the Violation and answer the  following) Mo
Violation Tssued by: [ Local Building Department [0 State Firc and Building Code Enforcement Section

O Local Fire Department




|
TODESCRIPTION OF REOT ESTED VARIANCL
L

Name of code or standard and edition involved Specific code section

General Administrative Rules, 2™ Edition Rule 4, Section 12(d)
Nature of non-compliance (include a description of spaces, equipment, efc. involved as necessary)

Projects occurring primarily in the 1980's to the various buildings within the LCC Northwest Quadrant, including
connector additions, resulted in egress travel distance exceeding the permitted 150 feet to an exit permitted by the
various codes of record. See drawings for details. The original buildings involved in this request date from 1901 to
1958, with a number of subsequent small additions and renovations. Many of the older buildings were constructed
between 1901 and 1913, and are of Type B Construction. Later buildings are generally of Type IIB Construction,
with a considerable extent of concrete frame and floor construction. Prior to the renovations and pedestrian
connector additions, the buildings were mostly separate structures connected by narrow alleys and a number of
elevated bridges and double-loaded stairways in some locations.
The buildings are primarily Business Occupancy, with some A-3 Occupancy meeting snaces.

8. DEMONSTRATION THAT PUBLIC HEALTH. SAFETY. AND WELFARE WILL BE F’ROTECTE:l_:l

Select one of the following statements:

B Non-compliance with the rule will not be adverse to the public health, safety or welfare; or

00 Applicant will undertake alternative actions in lieu of compliance with the rule to ensure that granting of the variance will not be adverse
to public health, safety, or welfare. Explain why alternative actions would be adequate (be specific).
Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

1. A total of five (5) new complying exits will be provided in the effected buildings, consisting of new and/or
reconfigured enclosed exit stairs with complying exit discharge features. Egress travel distance will be reduced
to a maximum of 200 feet as a result the new exit components. This will achieve compliance with the code in
effect in 1975, which was adopted subsequent to the original construction of the subject buildings.

2. The buildings are protected throughout with an automatic spriniler sysiem. The fire alarm system has been

upgraded recently to current standards. Lilly has a rigorous maintenance program for their fire protection

systems, with 24-hour on-site fire and security monitoring and emergency response.

3. Based upon maintained sprinkler protection and proposed egress improvements, the lack of compliance with

the code of record egress travel distance limit will not be adverse to safety.

9. DEMONSTRATION OF UNDUE HARDSHIP OR HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT STRUCTUR!%:

Select one of the foliowing statements:

Bl Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficulty} because of physical limitations of the construction site or
its utility services

B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusuval difficuity) because of major operational problems in the use of the
building or structure

B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficulty) because of excessive costs of additional or altered construction elements
O Imposition of the rule would prevent the preservation of An architecturally or a historically significant part of the building or structure.

Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

Creating additional exit components to reduce travel distance to 150 feet maximum is an operational and financial
hardship, based upon current the building configuration,

10. STATEMENT OF ACCURACi‘f

I hereby certify under penalty of perjury that the information contained in this application is accurate

Signature of applicant or person submitting application Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)
[ L]
ﬂ;{#‘_ Edwin L. Rensink 12,4 /4
Signature of design professional (if applicable) Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)

11. STATEMENT OF AWARENESS (if the application is submitied on the applicant's behalf, the applicant must sign the following statement)

| hereb);-\certify under penalty of perjury that | am aware of this request for variance and that this application is being submitted on my behalf.
Sizlfu Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)

Timothy A. Puls, P.E. 4 Dec Zoig
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APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

CODE SERVICE SECTION
Slate Form 44400 (R4 / 6-10) 402 West Washington Sireet, Room W246
Approved by State Board of Accounts, 2008 Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739

http:/imw.in.gov/dhafirefp_bs_comm_code/

INSTRUCTION: Please refer to the attached four (4) page instructions. Variance number (Assigned by department}
Attach additional pages as needed to complete this application.

|
1. APPLICANT INFORMATION (Person who wouid be in violation if variance is not granted: usually this is the ownea:_.'

Name of the applicant Title

Timothy A. Puls, P.E. Engineering Consultant
Name of organization Telephone number

Eli Lilly and Company (317) 276-7355

Address (number and strest, city, state, and Zip code)
Lilly Corporate Center 893 South Delaware Street Indianapolis, Indiana
2. PERSON SUBMITTING APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPLICANT (if not submitted by

46285

the-applicant)

Name of person on behalf of the applicant Trie

Edwin L. Rensink Principal

Name of organization Telephone number
RTM Consultants, Inc. (317) 329-7700

Address (number and street, city, state, and Zip code)
6640 Parkdale Place, Suite J, Indianapolis, Indiana 46254
3. DESIGN PROFESSIONAL OF RECQORD /f applfcab!a!.l

Name of design professicnal Lrcense numoer
N/A
Name of organization Talephone number

Address (number and street, city, state, and Zip code)

Name of project County
Lilly Corporate Center Northwest Quadrant Marion County
Site Address fnumber and street, city, state, and Zip code)

Lilly Corporate Center Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Type of project: O New O Addition L] Alteration ] Change of Occupancy M Existing

SRECGUIRFD ARDITIONAL INFORMAL I()‘;\

The following required information has been included with this application (check as applicable):

B A check made payabie to the Indiana Department of Homeland Security for the appropriate amount. (see instructions)

One (1) set of plans or drawings and supporting data that describe the area affected by the requested variance and any proposed
alternatives.

]
B  wntten documentation showing that the local fire official has received a copy of the variance application,
B Written documentation showing that the local building official has received a copy of the variance application,

S

Has the Plan Review Section of the Division of Fire & Building Safety issued a Correction Order?

[ ves (if yes, attach a copy of the Correction Order) B No
Has a violation been issued?  Yes (if ves, attach a copy of the Violation and answer the Jollowing) H No
Violation Issued by:  [J TLocal Building Department £ State Fire and Building Code Enforcement Section

[ 1.ocal Fire Department




T DESCRIPTTION OF REOQU ESTED VAR \\("I
Name of code or standard and edition involved Specific coge secton
1985 Indiana Building Code 1706

Nature of non-compliance (include a description of spaces, equipment, ete. involved as necessary)

A 1987 project with the LCC Northwest Quadrant included a new vertical opening between Buildings 13 and 31
which interconnected an existing stair between the buildings with a roofed-over courtyard with openings to 3 stories
on each side of the previous unroofed courtyard. The vertical opening did not comply with enclosure requirements
per the 1985 IBC. See drawings for details. Building 13 is 5 stories in height and was constructed in approximately
1913. Building 31 is 6 stories in height and was constructed in the 1930's.

The buildings are primarily Business Occupancy, with some A-3 Occupancy meeting spaces, including a large
conference room on the 5 floor of Building 31.

Select one of the following statements:

B Non-compliance with the rule will not be adverse to the public health, safety or welfare; or

O Applicant will undertake alternative actions in lieu of compliance with the rule to ensure that granting of the variance will not be adverse
to public health, safety, or welfare. Explain why alternative actions would be adeguate (be specific).
Facts demonsirating that the above selected statement is true:

1. An automatic sprinkler will be provided at the ceiling level on the building side of each window opening from
both buildings into the 3-story roofed-over courtyard.

2. Door openings from each building into the stairs on floors 2-6 are or will be protected with 90-minute rated
assemblies. AH wall construction is multi-wythe masonry.

3. Two (2) new complying exits will be provided for the upper floors of Building 31, consisting of one (1) new
enclosed stair and one (1) reconfigured exit stair with complying exit discharge features. The stair involved in
this request will not be a required exit for Building 31 upon completion of those stairs.

4. The buildings are protected throughout with an auiomatic sprinkier system. Liliy has a rigorous maintenance
program for their fire protection systems, with 24-hour on-site safety and security monitoring and emergency
response.

3. Based upon the proposed enhancements to the existing vertical opening condition, the lack of compliance with

shaft enclosure requirements for the existing vertical opening will not be adverse to safety.

DEMONSTRATION GF TNDUE HARDSHIP R HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT SfRuE:'fU'REE

Select one of the following statements:

O Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficuity) because of physical limitations of the construction site or
its utility services

M Impaosition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficulty) because of major operational problems in the use of the
building or structure

B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficully) because of excessive costs of additional or altered construction elements

O impasition of the rule would prevent the preservation of An architecturally or a historically significant part of the building or structure.

Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:
Achieving strict compliance with vertical opening protection requirements per either the code of record or current
code is an operational and financial hardship, based wpon the current building confizuration.
10 STATEMENT OF ACCURACY

| hereby certify under penalty of perjury that the information contained in this application is accurate

Signature of applicant or person submitting application Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)
* »
%Z 444— Edwin L. Rensink 12-4-/4
Signature of design professional (if applicable) Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)

11. STATEMENT OF AWARENESS (if the appiication is submitted on the applicant's hehalf. the applicant must sign the following staterment)

I herebyBertify under penalty of perjury that | am aware of this request for variance and that this application is being submitted on my behalf.

r§ applicant Please print name Date of signature {month, day, year)
Timothy A. Puls, P.E. & DEC Zol4-
; Y T
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APPLICATION FOR VARI IANCE INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

CODE SERVICE SECTION
State Form 44400 (R4 / 6-10) 402 West Washington Street, Room W246
Approved by State Board of Accounts, 2008 indianapolis, IN 46204-2739

http:/fwww.in.govidhs/firefp_bs comm_codes

INSTRUCTION: Please refer to the attached four (4) page instructions. Variance number (Assigned by department)
Attach additional pages as needed to complete this application.

1. APPLICANT INFORMATION (Person who waould be in violation if variance is not granted, usually this is the owneni:
Name of the applicant Title

Timothy A, Puls, P.E. Engineering Consultant
MName of organization Telephone number
Eli Lilly and Company (317) 276-7355

Address (number and street, cily, stale, and Zip code)
Lilly Corporate Center 893 South Delaware Street Indianar olis, Indiana 46285

B
2. PERSON SUBMITTING APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPLICANT {if not submitted by the gpplicant)
Name of person on behalf of the applicant Tilie

Edwin L. Rensink Principal
Name of organization Telephone number
RTM Consultants, Inc. (317) 329-7700

Address (number and street, cily, state, and Zip code)
6640 Parkdale Place, Suite J, Indianapolis, Indiana 46254

3. DESIGN PROFESSIONAL OF RECORD {.’fapplfcab!%.l
Name of design professional

N/A

Name of organization Telephone number

Address (rumber and street, city, state, and Zip code)

Name of project Siate project munber Lounty

Lilly Corporate Center Northwest Quadrant Marion County
Site Address frumber and street, city, state, and Zip code)

Lilly Corporate Center Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Type of project: ] New O Addition [ Alteration [ Change of Occupancy B Existing

SOREOQUIRED ADDLUON AL INFORMA TTON
The following required information has been included with this application {check as applicable):

B A check made payable to the Indiana Department of Homeland Security for the appropriate amount. (see instruciions)

W One(l)setof plans or drawings and supporting data that describe the arca affected by the requested variance and any proposed
alternatives,

B Writtcn documentation showing that the local fire official has received a copy of the variance application.
B Written documentation showing that the local building official has received a copy of the variance application.

Has the Plan Review Section of the Division of Fire & Building Safety issued a Correction Order?

[ Yes (i ves, attach a copy of the Correction Order) B No
Has a violation been issued?  Yes (ifves, atiach a copy of the Violation and answer the Jollowing) Mo
Violation Issued by: [ Local Building Department O State Fire and Building Code Enforcement Section

O Local Fire Department




SODESCRIPTION OF REQUESTED VARIAN G

Name of code or standard and edition involved Specific code section
1980¢ Indiana Construction Rules 505(e)
General Administrative Rules, 2" Edition Rule 4, Section 9(a)

Nature of non~compliance (include a description of spaces, equipment, etc. involved as necessary)
An existing 4-hour area separation wall is provided between Building 57 and Building 98, based upon drawing
documentation from the Building 98 project in 1982. A set of nonrated glass doors and sidelights occur per the
original construction in the 4-hour wall. Code requires 3-hour rating for openings in a 4-hour wail. Additionally
the wall terminates at the Building 57 roof in lieu of 30 inches above the roof with protected openings in the exterior
wall of Building 57 for 10 feet above the roof - as required for area separation walls terminating at “roofs of
different heights”.
Building 57 is a Type II 1-hour Construction (per 1980 ICR) cafeteria and was classified as A-2.1 Occupancy per the
1980 ICR, and A-2 Occupancy per current code. Building 98 is a Type IA (Type I-FR per code of record)
Construction research laboratory building classified as B Occupancy per current code (B-2 Occupancy per code of
record).

|
8. DEMONSTRATION THAT PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY. AND WELFARE WILL BE PROTECTED

Select one of the following statements:

B Non-compliance with the rule will not be adverse to the public health, safety or welfare; or

O Applicant will undertake afternative actions in lieu of compliance with the rule to ensure that granting of the variance will not be adverse
to public health, safety, or welfare. Explain why alternative actions would be adequate {be specific).
Facis demonsirating that the above selected statement is true:

1. The existing nonrated glazed doors and sidelights in the existing area separation wall will be replaced with
minimum 90-minute rated glazed fire assemblies. A row of closely spaced sprinklers exist along the cafeteria
side of the openings.

2. The buiidings are protected throughout with an automatic sprinkler system.

3. Based upon the lack of fire load in the vicinity of the openings, rating of openings, and automatic sprinkler

protection, the lack of 3-hour rating for the openings will not be adverse to safety. Termination at the lower

roof will not be adverse to safety based upon sprinkler protection in both buildin ey

DEMONSTRATION OF UNDUE HARDSHIP OR HISTORICALLY EGE‘!FJQ%NLSJREQT!B‘!E

Select one of the following statements:

LI Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficuity) because of physical limitations of the construction site or
its utility services

B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficuily) because of major operational probiems in the use of the
building or structure

B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficully) because of excessive costs of additional or altered construction elements
O Imposition of the rule would prevent the preservation of An architecturally or a historically significant part of the buliding or structure.

Facls demonstrating that the above selected statement is frue:
Glazed openings are desired to be retained in this location to maintain visibility between the Building 98 lobby and
the cafeteria. Glazed openings of this configuration are not available with a 3-hour rating. Extending the existing

wall vertically is not feasible based upon the cost of retrofitting existing Building 98 construction,

~ 10, STATEMENT OF ACCURAC-‘

| hereby certify under penalty of parjury that the information contained in this application is accurate

Signature of applicant or person submitting application Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)
4 é Id,z_—— Edwin L. Rensink [ PRE S¥L 3
Signature of design professional (i appficable) Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)

11. STATEMENT OF AWARENESS (If the application is submitted on the appiicant’s behalf, the applicant must sign the following staterment)
I hereby eprtify under penflty of perjury that | am aware of this request for variance and that this application is being submitted on my behalf.

Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)

Sign applicant
M ' M/ Timothy A. Puls, P.E. 4 hec Zo/4
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APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

CODE SERVICE SECTION
State Form 44400 (R4 / 6-10) 402 West Washington Street, Room W246
Approved by State Board of Accounts, 2008 Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739

http:/fwww.in.gov/dhsfirefp_bs_comm_code/

INSTRUCTION: Please refer to the attached four {(4) page instructions. Variance number (Assigned by department)
Attach additional pages as needed to complete this application.

1. APPLICANT INFORMATION (Person who would be in violation if variaiice is not granted: usuaily this is the owne]l' }

Name of the applicant Title

Timothy A. Puls, P.E. Engineering Consultant
Name of organization Telephone number

Eli Lilly and Company (317) 276-7355

Address (number and sireet, cily, state, and Zip code)

Lilly Corporate Center 893 South Delaware Street Indianapolis, Indiana 46285

I
2. PERSON SUBMITTING APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPLICANT (if not submitted b;g.- the applicant)
Name of person on behalf of the applicant Title

Edwin L. Rensink Principal

Name of organization Telephone number
RTM Consultants, Inc. (317) 329-7700
Address (number and sireet, city, stale, and Zip code)

6640 Parkdale Place, Suite J, Indianapolis, Indiana 46254
3. DESIGN PROFESSIONAL OF RECORD (If applicabld)

Name of design professional Licsnss nivmber
N/A
Name of organization Telephone number

Address frumber and street, city, stote, and Zip code)

|
4 PROJECTIDEN TIFICATION

Name of project County

Lilly Corporate Center Northwest Quadrant Marion County
Site Address (humber and street, city, state, and Zip code}

Lilly Corporate Center Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Type of project: LI New I Addition [] Alteration [T Change of Occupancy B Existing

S RTOQUIRED ABTION AL INFORNATION

The following required information has been included with this application (ckeck as applicable):

B A check made payable to the Indiana Department of Homeland Security for the appropriate amount. (see instructions)

One (1) set of plans or drawings and supporting data that describe the area affected by the requested variance and any proposed
alternatives.

|
B Written documentation showing that the iocal fire official has received a copy of the variance application.
|

Written documentation showing that the local building official has received a copy of the variance application.

G VTOLATION INFORM AL ":'i'“

Has the Plan Review Section of the Division of Fire & Building Safety issued a Correction Order?

O Yes (if yes, attach a copy aof the Correction Order) Il ~o
Has a violation been issued?  Yes (if yes, attach a copy of the Violation and answer the  following) Ml No
Violation Issued by:  [] Local Building Department O state Fire and Building Code Enforcement Section

[J Local Fire Department




TOBENCRIPUION O REQE ESTED ¥ VRN

Name of code or standard and edition involved Specific code section
1980 Indiana Construction Rules 505(e)
General Administrative Rules, 2™ Edition Rule 4, Section 9(a)

Nature of non-compliance (include a description of spaces, equipment, etc. involved as necessary)

The existing 2-hour area separation wall between Building 57 and Building 32/32W terminates at the roof of
Building 57 in lieu of 30 inches above the roof with protected openings in the exterior wall of Building 32 for 10 feet
above the roof - as required for area separation walls terminating at “roofs of different heights™.

Building 57, constructed in 1984, is a cafeteria and was classified as A-2.1 Occupaney per the 1980 ICR, and A-2
Occupancy per current code. Building 32 was constructed as a 2-story building in 1935, with an additional 2 floors
added in 1955. The 1-story 32W addition was completed in 1970. Building 57 and 32 are of Type IIB Construction.

8. DEMONSTRATICN THAT PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELFARE WILL BE PROTECTE;!:I

Select one of the following statements:

B Non-compliance with the rule will not be adverse to the public health, safety or welfare; or

O Applicant will undertake alternative actions in lieu of compliance with the rule to ensure that granting of the variance will not be adverse
to public health, safety, or welfare. Explain why alternative actions would be adequate (be specific).
Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

1. An existing pair of 90-minute rated doors which is penetrated by a travel beam and hoist from the Building 57
docks to the shop area in Building 32W will be replaced with new complying 90-minute rated fire assemblies.
2. The buildings on each side of the existing 2-hour area separation wall are protected throughout with an
antomatic sprinkler system. The sprinkler protection in each building will prevest five leap from one building
to another over the top of the 2-hour wall.

3. Based upon the presence of automatic sprinkler protection in each building, the existing termination of the 2-
hour wall at the Building 57 roof level will not be adverse to safety.

DEMONSTRATION OF_UNDUE HARDSHIP-CR HISTDRICAI;LY—SIGNIFICANT'STRUCTURE

Select one of the following statements:

[] Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficulty} because of physical limitations of the construction site or
its utility services

B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficuity) because of major operational problems in the use of the
building or structure

B imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficulty) because of excessive costs of additional or altered construction elements
U Imposition of the rule would prevent the preservation of An architecturally or a historically significant part of the building or structure.

Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

Extending the existing 2-hour wall above the Building 57 roof is an operational and financial hardship.

0 A, O A R A

! hereby certify under penalty of perjury that the information contained in this application: is accurate

Signature ‘if applicant or person submitting application Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)
Edwin L. Rensink 12 /4
Signature of design professional (if applicabie) Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)

1. STATEMENT OF AWARENESS (if the application is submitted on the applicant's behalf, the applicant must sign the following statement)

i hereby ceftify under penalty of perjury that |am aware of this request for variance and that this application is being submitted on my behalf.
Signatu pplicantQ Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)

Timothy A. Puls, P.E. 4 DeC Zo/4




APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE

State Form 44400 (R4 / 6-10)
Approved by State Board of Accounts, 2008

INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
CODE SERVICE SECTION
402 West Washington Sireet, Room W246
Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739
http://www.in.govidhsfirefip_bs comm_code/

iy

INSTRUCTION: Please refer to the attached four (4) page instructions.
Attach additional pages as needed to complete this application.

1. APPLICANT INFORMATION (Person who would be in vioiation if variance is not granted: usually this is the ownel)

Ll Lifs
-

P,

Variance number (Assigned by depariment)

Name of the applicant Title

Timothy A. Puls, P.E. Engineering Consultant
Name of organization Telephone number

Eli Lilly and Company (317) 276-7355

Address (number and street, city, stale, and Zip code}
Lilly Corporate Center 893 Sounth Delaware Street Indiana

olis, Indiana

Narme of person on behalf of the applicant

2. PERSON SUBMITTING APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPLICANT (if not submitted b!_r,-' theapplicant)

46285

Tige

3. DESIGN PROFESSIONAL OF RECORD (if applicabia)
Name of design professional

N/A

Edwin L. Rensink Principal

Name of organization Telephone number
RTM Consultants, Ing, (317) 329-7700
Address (number and street, city, state, and Zip code)

6640 Parkdale Place, Suite J, Indianapolis, Indiana 46254

License number

Name of organization

Tefephone numbei

Address (mumber and street, city, state, and Zip code}

4 PROJEC Inl‘\lll‘l('\'l'n)g\.
Nameg of project B
Lilly Corporate Center Northwest Quadrant

County
Marion County

Site Address (number and sireet, city, state, and Zip code)
Lilly Corporate Center Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

O New [ Addition [0 Alteration

-
5. REQUIRED APRDTION AL I\I'l]l\’\l\ilﬂl‘ﬂu

Type of project:

The following required information has been included with this application (check as applicable):

alternatives.
B Written documentation showing that the local fire official has received a copy of the variance application,

b VIOLATION l\l'(—ill{\i\*['l()F*-.

Has the Plan Review Section of the Division of Fire & Building Safety issued a Correction Order?

LI ves (ifyes, attach a copy of the Correction Order) BN

O Change of Occupancy

M Existing

B Acheckmade payable to the Indiana Department of Homeland Security for the appropriate amount. (see instructions)
W One (1) setof plans or drawings and supporting data that describe the area affected by the requested variance and any proposed

B Written documentation showing that the local building official has received a copy of the variance application.

Has a violation been issued?  Yes (if yes, attach a copy of the Violation and answer the Jollowing)

Violation Issued by: [ Local Building Department
[ Local Fire Depattment

M No

[J State Fire and Building Code Enforcement Section




T IDESCRIPHON OF REPOEVEST11D) VRN |:

Name of code or standard and edition involved Specific code section
1980 Indiana Construction Rules Table 17-A
General Administrative Rules, 2™ Edition Rule 4, Section 9(a)

Nature of non-compliance finclude a description of spaces, equipment, etc. involved as necessary)

A variance was granted in December, 1983, for Building 57 to permit the roof-ceiling assembly to be nonrated based
upon provision of a smoke removal system. Subsequent HVAC renovations to Building 57 have eliminated whatever
system was provided as a condition of that variance. This variance request is to permit the roof-ceiling assembly to
be nonrated without the condition of a smoke removal system.

Building 57 cafeteria was constructed in 1984, and was classified as A-2.1 Occupancy per the 1980 ICR, and A-2

Occupancy per current code. The building was classified as Type H 1-hour Construction per the code of record
based upon allowable area.

8. DEMONSTRATION THAT PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELFARE WILL BE PROTECTE:F}

Select one of the following statements:

B Non-compliance with the rule will not be adverse to the public health, safety or welfare; or

O Applicant will undertake alternative actions in lieu of compliance with the rule to ensure that granting of the variance will not be adverse
to public health, safety, or welfare. Explain why alternative actions would be adequate (be specific).
Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is frue;

1. Building 57 complies with current code for allowable area for Type ITB (nonrated, noncombustible)
Construction. The building could be constructed per current code without a rated roof-ceiling assembly.
2. The building is protected throughout with 2z automatic sprinkler system.

3. Based upon automatic sprinkler protection, the lack of a rated roof-ceiling assembly will not be adverse to
safety. The smoke removal system would provide very little benefit to safety.

DEMONSTRATION GF UNDUE HARDSHIP OR HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT STRUCTUR;E

Select one of the following statements:
O Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficuity) because of physical limitations of the construction site or
its utility services

O Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficufty) because of major operational problems in the use of the
building or structure

M Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficuliy} because of excessive costs of additional or altered construction elements
O Imposition of the rule would prevent the preservation of An architecturally or a historically significant part of the building or structure.

Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

Reinstating a smoke removal system per the original variance approval is an operational and cost hardship, given
the relative lack of benefit to safety.

10. STATEMENT OF ACCURACH

| hereby certify under penalty of perjury that the information contained in this application is accurate

Signature of appiicant or person submitting application Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)
L ] [ ]
# Edwin L. Rensink 12/ «
Signature of design professional (i applicabie) Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)

11. STATEMENT OF AWARENESS (If the application is submitted on the applicant's behalf, the applicant must sign the folfowing statement)
| hereby,gertify under panalty af perjury that | am aware of this request for variance and that this application is being submitted on my behalf.

Sign ‘re applicant Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)
7% Timothy A. Puls, P.E. It Per Zol4
v {




APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE

State Form 44400 (R4 / 6-10)
Approved by State Board of Actounts, 2008

INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
CODE SERVICE SECTION
402 West Washington Street, Room W246
Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739

httpriAwww.in.govidhsifireffp_bs_comm_codes

i b S o e e

Variance number (Assigned by department)

INSTRUCTION: Please refer to the attached four (4} page instructions.
Aftach additional pages as needed to complete this application.

isually this is the OWNQ:‘;.‘
Title

1. APPLICANT INFORMATION (Person who would be in viofation if variance is not granted: t
Narne of the applicant

Timothy A. Puls, P.E. Engineering Consultant
Name of arganization Telephone number
Eli Lilly and Company (317) 276-7355

Address (number and street, city, state, and Zip cods)
Lilly Corporate Center 393 South Delaware Street Indianapolis Indiana 46285
2. PERSON SUBMITTING APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPLICANT (if not submitted by the applicant)

Name of person on behalf of the applicant e

Edwin L. Rensink Principal

Name of organization Telephone number
RTM Consultants, Inc. (317) 329-7700
Address (rumber and sireef, city, state, and Zip code)

6640 Parkdale Place, Suite J, Indianapolis, Indiana 46254

3. DESIGN PROFESSIONAL OF RECORD [';‘fappﬁcab.':_.'
Name of design professional

N/A
Name of organization

License number

Telephone number

Address (number and street, city, state, and Zip code)

Name of project Slaic projost oumber County

Lilly Corporate Center Northwest Quadrant Marion County
Site Address (humber and street, city, state, and Zip code)

Lilly Corporate Center Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Type of praject: [ New O Addition L[] Alteration [ Change of Occupancy M Existing

3 REQUIRED ADDIITONAL INFORM VT I(_)%\

The following required information has been included with this application {check as applicable):

B A check made payable to the Indiana Department of Homeland Secarity for the appropriate amount. {see instructions)

W Cne (1) setof plans or drawings and supporting data that describe the arca affected by the requested variance and any proposed
alternatives.

B Writien documentation showing that the local fire official has received a copy of the variance application.

B Written documentation showing that the local building official has received a copy of the variance application.

O VTOLATION INFORMAT 1O

Has the Plan Review Section of the Division of Fire & Building Safety issued a Correction Order?

[ ves {if ves, attach a copy of the Correction Order) M No

Mo
O State Fire and Building Code Enforcement Section

Has a violation been issued?  Yes (if yes, attach a capy of the Violation and answer the following)

O Local Building Department
O Local Fire Department

Violation Issued by:




1
T BESCRIPEITON OF REQE ESTED V ARTANC I
Name of code or standard and edition involved Spectfic code section

General Administrative Rules, 2™ Edition Rule 4, Section 12(f)
Nature of non-compliance (include a description of spaces, equipment, efc. involved as necessary)

A 6" story was added to Building 22 as a result of expansion of the original 1924 mechanical penthouse structure
over several years, and inclusion of storage and building maintenance functions for this level of the building. The
original building construction was a concrete frame and floor construction. The 6® floor level addition is of
nonrated noncombustible construction. The building exceeds allowable height for nonrated construction by codes in
effect when portions of the additional story were added to the building.

The building was constructed in 1924. After a mechanical penthouse addition was added in 1944, additional areas
were added from 1956 to 1963, with one last small area added in 1996. The building is classified as B Occupancy.

|
8. DEMONSTRATION THAT PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELFARE WILL BE PROTECTEIL‘}

Select one of the following statements:

B Non-compliance with the rule will not be adverse to the public health, safety or welfare; or

O Applicant will undertake alternative actions in lieu of compliance with the rule to ensure that granting of the variance will not be adverse
to public health, safety, or welfare. Explain why alternative actions would be adequate {be specific).
Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

1. The entire building is protected throughout with an automatic sprinkler system, including all 6" floor areas.
2. Two (2) egress stairs serve the 6™ floor. A new stair to be constructed between Buildings 22 and 31 will also
serve the 6" floor.

3. Existing structure supporting the 6" floor is of fire-resistive concrete construction.

4. Based upon automatic sprinkler protection, and adequate egress for the 6* floor, the additional story to the
building is not adverse to safety.

9. DEMONSTRATION OF UNDUE HARDSHIP OR HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT STRUCTURI:E
Select one of the following statements:

0 Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficulty) because of physical limitations of the construction site or
its utility services

B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficuliy) because of major operational problems in the use of the
building or structure

O Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficulty) because of excessive costs of additional or altered construction elements
[J Imposition of the rule would prevent the preservation of An architecturally or a historically significant part of the building or structure.

Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

Removal of the 6™ floor construction would be an operational hardship based upon loss of floor area that is
currently in use for various functions.

I
~ 10T STATEMENT OF ACCURACH

| hereby certify under penalty of perjury that the information contained in this application is accurate

Signature of app..l_icant or person submitting application Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)
.
Edwin L. Rensink 12 o fof
Signature of design professional (if applicabic) Please print name Date of signature {(month, day, year)
Fa . 2 AR & e, ) G o fa fa o

| hereby cgytify under penalty of perjury that | am aware of this request for variance and that this application is being submitted on my behaif.
Signét?ﬁ applicant Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)

Timothy A. Puls, P.E. 4 Der 2o14-
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APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

CODE SERVICE SECTION
State Form 44400 (R4 /6-10) 402 West Washinglon Street, Room W246
Approved by State Board of Accounts, 2008 Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739

hitp./fwww.in.gov/dhsffire/fp_bs_comm_code/

INSTRUCTION: Please refer to the attached four (4) page instructions. Variance number (Assigned by department)
Aftach additional pages as needed to complete this application.

|
1. APPLICANT INFORMATION (Person who would be in viclation if variance is not granted; usually this is the owner}

Name of the applicant Title

Timothy A. Puls, P.E. Engineering Consultant
Name of organization Telephone number

Eli Lilly and Company (317) 276-7355

Address (number and street, city, state, and Zip code)
Lilly Corporate Center 893 South Delaware Street Indianapolis, Indiana 46285
2. PERSON SUBMITTING APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPLICANT (if not submitted b;.

the'apalicant)

Name of person on behalf of the applicant Tide

Edwin L. Rensink Principal

Name of organization Telephone number
RTM Consultants, Inc. (317) 329-7700

Address (number and street, city, state, and Zip code)
6640 Parkdale Place, Suite J, Indianapolis, Indiana 46254
3. DESIGN PROFESSICNAL OF RECORD (If applicabild)

Name of design professional License numier
N/A
Name of organization Telephons number

Address fhumber and street, city, state, and Zip code)

4. PROJEC T IDENTIFIC AT TOMNS
Name of project

Lilly Corporate Center Northwest Quadrant
Site Address (humber and street, city, state, and Zip code)

Lilly Corporate Center Indianapolis, Indiana 46204
Type of project: [ New O Addition [ Alteration [ Change of Occupancy M Existing

State project aumber

Marion County

A REQUIRED ADDIFION AL INFORY \'I'[('v‘:\
The following required information has been included with this application (check as applicable):

B A check made payable to the Indiana Department of Homeland Security for the appropriate amount. (see insfructions)

One (1) st of plans or drawings and supporting data that describe the area affected by the requested variance and any proposed
altematives.

|
B Writien documentation showing that the local fire official has received a copy of the variance application.
B Written documentation showing that the local building official has received a copy of the variance application.

|
00 VTOLATTON INFORMATION

Has the Plan Review Section of the Division of Fite & Building Safety issued a Correction Order?

[ ¥es (if yes, atiach a copy of the Correction Qrder) M No
Has a violation been issued?  Yes (if ves, attach a copy of the Violation and answer the Jollowing) M ~o
Violation Issued by: O Local Building Department [ State Fire and Building Code Enforcement Section

[ Local Fire Department




TUDESCREPTTON OF REGUESTED v ARIAN 1
Name of code or standard and edition involved Specific code section
1985 Indiana Building Code 3601

Nature of non-compliance (include a description of spaces, equipment, etc. involved as necessary)

The existing Building 21 mechanical penthouse exceeds 1/3 of the roof over the 5* floor of Buildings 13 and 21. The
footprint of the penthouse is just over 50% of the 5™ floor roof, however the penthouse also includes 2 additional
partial upper levels. The penthouse structure also exceeds the maximum 12 feet in height permitted above the roof.

The penthouse was constructed in 1987 as part of the Building 13 and 21 renovation.

-
8. DEMONSTRATION THAT FUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELFARE WILL BE PROTECTED
Select one of the following statements:

B Non-compliance with the rule will not be adverse to the public health, safety or welfare; or

O Applicant will undertake alternative actions in lieu of compliance with the rule to ensure that granting of the variance will not be adverse
to public health, safety, or welfare. Explain why alternative actions would be adequate (be specific).
Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

1. The penthouse is used exclusively for mechanical equipment, and is occupied only very infrequently for
maintenance of equipment.

2. The penthouse areas are protected throughout with an automatic sprinkler system.

3. An enclosed egress stair extends to the main level of the penthouse.

4.

Based upon the presence of automatic sprinkler protection, and the function of the penthouse, the additional
area and height will not be adverse to safety.

9. DEMONSTRATION GF UNDUE HARDSHIP OR HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT STRUCTURE
Select one of the following statements:

B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusval difficuity) because of physical iimitations of the construction site or
its utility services

B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusuai difficulty) because of major operational problems in the use of the
building or structure

B imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficulty) because of excessive costs of additional or altered construction elements
O Imposition of the rule would prevent the preservation of An architecturally or a historically significant part of the building or structure.

| Facls demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

Reducing the penthouse size to no more than 1/3 of the roof area would require demolition of most of the current
penthouse structure and relocation of associated mechanical equipment elsewhere on the site. Due to the
construction logistics and operational disruptions invelved, this is a significant cost hardship.

|
10. STATEMENT OF ACCURACY:

I hereby certify under penalty of perjury that the information contained in this application is accurate
Signature of applicant or person submitting application Please print name

Date of signature (month, day, year)
%%‘ Edwin L. Rensink 124 |
Signature of desigrf professional (i applicable)

Please print name Date of signature {month, day, year)

11. STATEMENT OF AWARENESS (If the application is submitted on the applicant's hehalf, the applicant must sign the following statement)

| hereby certify under penalty of perjury that | am aware of this request for variance and that this application is being submitted on my behalf

Signailire applin& Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)
Timothy A. Puls, P.E. § pez 2ei4

S
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE CODE SERVIGE SECTION

State Form 44400 (R4 / 6-10) 402 West Washington Street, Room W245
Approved by State Board of Accourts, 2008 Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739
hitp:/Awww.in.gov/dhs/fire/fp_bs_comm_code/

INSTRUCTION: Please refer to the attached four (4) page instructions. Variance number (Assigned by department)
Attach additional pages as needed to complete this application.

1. APPLICANT INFORMATION (Person wha would be in violation if variance is not granted:; usually this is the owneir.l

Name of the applicant Title

Timothy A. Puls, P.E. Engineering Consultant
Name of organization Telephone number

Eli Lilly and Company (317) 276-7355

Address (number and street, cily, state, and Zip code)
Lilly Corporate Center 893 South Delaware Street Indianapolis, Indiana 46285
2. PERSON SUBMITTING APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPLICANT (if not submittod r.::-,- the appiicant!

Name of person on behalf of the applicant Titie

Edwin L. Rensink Principal

Name of organization Telephone number
RTM Consultants, Inc. (317) 329-7700
Address (number and street, cify, state, and Zip code}

6640 Parkdale Place, Suite J, Indianapolis, Indiana 46254

3. DESIGN PROFESSIONAL OF RECORD {If applicabig)
Name of design professional

N/A
Name of organization Tel=phone number

License number

Address (rumber and street, city, state, and Zip code)

Name of project

Lilly Corporate Center Northwest Quadrant
Site Address (humber and street, city, state, and Zip code)

Lilly Corporate Center Indianapolis, Indiana 46204
Type of project: [T New L[] Addition L] Alteration O Change of Occupancy B Existing

slate project number Lounty

Marion County

|
SOREOQUIRED ADDITION AL INFORM ATION

The following required information has been included with this application (check as applicable);

B A check made payable to the Indiana Department of Homeland Security for the appropriate amount. (sze instructions)

One (1) set of plans or drawings and supporting data that describe the arca affected by the requested variance and any proposed
alternatives.

|
B Writien documentation showing that the local firc otticial has received a copy of the variance application.
M Written documentation showing that the local building official has received a copy of the variance application.

G - VIOLATION INFORMATION

Has the Plan Review Section of the Division of Fire & Building Safety issued a Correction Order?

O Yes (if yes, attach a copy of the Correction Order) W No
Has a violation been issved?  Yes (if yes, attach a copy of the Violation and answer the Jollowing) M No
Violation Issued by: [ Local Building Department [0 State Fire and Building Code Enforcement Secticn

7 Local Fire Department




i |
FoDESCRIPTEON OF REOQUESTED Y AR AN I|
Name of code or standard and edition involved SpecHic code section

1998 Indiana Building Code 409
Nature of non-compliance (inciude a description of spaces, equipment, etc. involved as necessary)

The below-grade pedestrian walkway between Building 22 and Parking Structure #3 is not separated with 1-hour
walls and 20-minute rated doors at each end, as required per the code of record.

Parking Structure #3 was constructed in 1999. Included in the project was the renovation of an existing below-
grade tunnel underneath Delaware Street to connect Building 22 to the Parking Structure on the opposite side of the
sireet. '
8. DEMONSTRATION THAT PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY. AND WELFARE WILL BE PROTECTED

Select one of the following statements:

B Non-compliance with the rule will not be adverse to the public health, safety or welfare; or

O Applicant will undertake alternative actions in lieu of compliance with the rule to ensure that granting of the variance will not be adverse
to public health, safety, or welfare. Explain why alternative actions would be adequate (be specific).

Facts demonstrating that the above selected stalement is true:

1. The tunnel is protected with an automatic sprinkler system, as is Building 22. The basement level of the
parking structure is protected with an automatic sprinkler system, including the lobby on the garage side of the
glass wall and doors. The remainder of the garage is an open parking structure.

2. The separation at the Garage consists of a glass wall and doors that is protected by a row of sprinklers spaced 8
feet on center on the connector side of the wall.

3. The separation at Building 22 consists of a 1-hour wall with rated doors at the basement level. A row of close-
spaced sprinkiers with a 16-inch bulkhead where an escalator opens up to the concourse (1" floor) level above
will be provided. (16-inch bulkhead will be used in lieun of the normally required 18-inch bulkhead due to
limited headroom avzilable)

4. Based upon automatic sprinkler protection for the connector, and the additional protection at each end
described, the lack of a rated separation at each end is not adverse to safety.

. - . . !
DEMONSTRATION OF UNDUE HARDSHIP OR HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT STRUCTURE

Select one of the following statements:

O Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficuity) because of physical limitations of the construction site or
its utility services
B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficully) because of major operational problems in the use of the
building or structure
O Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusval difficulty) because of excessive costs of additional or altered construction elements
O Imposition of the rule would prevent the preservation of An architecturally or a historically significant part of the building or structure.

Facts demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

Placement of a rated wall and doors at the escalator opening on the east end of the connector is not functionally

achievable due to the location of a ramp relative to the escalator. A glazed wall is provided at the garage end of the

connector for employee safety and securi
10. STATEMENT OF ACCURACH

| hereby certify under penalty of perjury that the information contained in this application is accurate

Signature of applicant or person submitting application Please print name Date of signature {(month, day, year)
- '
Edwin L. Rensink 12~ ]
Signature of design professicnal (if applicable) Please print name Date of signature {month, day, year)

1. STATEMENT OF AWARENESS (If the application is submitted on the applicant's behalf, the applicant must sign the foilowing statement}

I hereby certify under penalty of perjury that | am aware of this request for variance and that this application is being submitted on my behalf.

Signatu applicant Please print name Date of signature {rmonth, day, year)
/#' Timothy A. Puls, P.E. 4 Dﬂ-— Zo!l ‘F
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APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE
State Form 44400 (R4 / 6-10)
Approved by State Board of Accounts, 2008

INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
CODE SERVICE SECTION
402 West Washington Street, Room W246
Indianapolis, IN 46204-2738

htp:ffwww.in.govidhs/fire/fp_bs_comm_code/

[T

Variance number (Assigned by department)

INSTRUCTION: Please refer to the attached four (4) page instructions.
Attach additional pages as needed to complete this application.

1. APPLICANT INFORMATION (Person who would be in vioiation if variance is not granted; usually this js the owne;!l

Name of the applicant Title

Timothy A. Puls, P.E. Engineering Consultant
Name of organization Telephone number

Eli Lilly and Company (317) 276-7355

Address (number and street, city, state, and Zip code)
Lilly Corporate Center 893 South Delaware Street Indianapolis, Indiana

2. PERSON SUBMITTING APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPLICANT (if not submitted b
Name of person on behalf of the applicant

46285

the applicant)
Tige

Edwin L. Rensink Principal
Name of organization Telephone number
RTM Consultants, Inc. (317) 329-7700

Address (number and street, cily, state, and Zip code)
6640 Parkdale Place, Suite J, Indianapolis, Indiana 46254
3. DESIGN PROFESSIONAL OF RECORD (If applicabis)
Name of design professional

N/A
Nartne of organization

Uicense numper

| Telephone number

Address (humber and street, city, siate, and Zip code}

4. PROJECT IDENTIFIC ATTON
Name of project

Srate project number Comnty

Lilly Corporate Center Northwest Quadrant Marion County
Site Address (mumber and street, city, stale, and Zip code)

Lilly Corporate Center Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Type of project: [ New O Addition [ Alteration O Change of Occupancy M Existing

|
5 REOQUIRED ADDEITON AL INFORMATTON

The following required information has been included with this application (check as applicable):

B A check made payable to the Indiana Department of Homeland Security for the appropriate amount. (see insiructions)

One (1) set of plans or drawings and supporting data that describe the area affected by the requested variance and any proposed
alternatives.

|
B Written documentation showing that the local fire official has received a copy of the variance application.
M Written documentation showing that the local building official has received a copy of the variance application,

G VIOLATION INFORMATTON

Has the Plan Review Section of the Division of Fire & Building Safety issued a Correction Order?

O Yes ifyes, atrach a copy of the Correction Qrder) H xo

Mo
[0 State Fire and Building Code Enforcement Section

Has a violation been issued?  Yes (if yes, attach a copy of the Violation and answer the following)

L] Local Building Department
[ T.ocal Fire Department

Violation Issued by:




|
T DESCRIPTION OF REGUESNTEDR VARIANCE

Name of code or standard and edition involved Speciic code sechion

NFPA 72, 2010 Edition 10.16.6.2
Nature of non-compliance (inciude & description of spaces, equipment, efc. invoived as necessary)

The B011 and B013 fire alarm zones in the LCC Northwest Quadrant are separated with a “buffer” corridor zone,
in lieu of fire- or smoke-rated wall construction. There are four (4) evacuation zones total. See drawing for detail.

The buildings are primarily Business Occupancy, with some A-3 Occupancy meeting spaces.

|
8. DEMONSTRATION THAT PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELFARE WILL BE PRGTECTEL

Select one of the following statements:

B Non-compliance with the rule will not be adverse to the public health, safety or welfare; or

O Applicant will undertake alternative actions in lieu of compliance with the rule to ensure that granting of the variance will not be adverse
to public health, safety, or welfare. Explain why alternative actions wouid be adequate {be specific).
| Facts demonstrating that the above seleclad statement is true:

1. An actuating device in B011 or in B013 will evacuate that zone + the separating corridor.
2. The proposed arrangement will ensure evacuation of the effected area, without provision of a fire or smoke
separation, and will not be adverse to safety.

9. DEMONSTRATION OF UNDUE HARDSHIP OR HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT STRUCTUR:E

Seiect one of the following statements:

O Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual difficulty) because of physical limitations of the construction site or
its utility services
B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship (unusual diffictity) because of major operationa! problems in the use ‘of the
building or structure
B Imposition of the rule would result in an undue hardship {unusual difficulty) because of excessive costs of additional or altered construction elements
O Impossition of the rule would prevent the preservation of An architecturally or a historically significant part of the building or structurs.

™ Facls demonstrating that the above selected statement is true:

Separation of the zones with rated construction is not feasible based upon existing spaces open to the corridor on
each side.

10. STATEMENT OF ACCURAC\:"

| hereby cartify under penalty of perjury that the information contained in this application is accurate

Signature of applicant or person submitting application Piease print name | Date of signature (month, day, year)
- [ ] H .
g/ %Z_,___ Edwin L. Rensink N2t | 4-
Signature of design professional (if applicable) Please print name Date of signature (month, day, year)

_11. STATEMENT OF AWARENESS (If the application is submitted on the ¢ pplicant’s behalf, the applicant must_sign_the following statement)

| hereby ertify under penaity of pf?j\lry that,| am aware of this request for variance and that this application is being submitted on my behalf.
E i Please print name Date of signature {month, day, year}
| Timothy A. Puls, P.E. 4 peC. Zoi4-
. L .
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